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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is responsive to the communication filed on April 09, 2008. 
Claims 1, 4, 9, 12, 17 and 20 have been amended. Claims 2, 10, 18 and 25-34 
have been canceled. Claims 1, 3-9, 11-17 and 19-24 are pending. 

Drawings 

2. The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a). The drawings must 
show every feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the newly 
added limitation "validating any child resource record" "issuing query for the child 
resource record... invalidating the child resource record at the client" must be 
shown or the feature(s) canceled from the claim(s). No new matter should be 
entered. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .121(d) are 
required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. 
Any amended replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures 
appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is 
being amended. The figure or figure number of an amended drawing should not 
be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure is to be canceled, the appropriate 
figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, and where necessary, the 
remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate changes made to the 
brief description of the several views of the drawings for consistency. Additional 
replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering of the remaining 
figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an application must 
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be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121 (d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, 
the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the 
next Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 
The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

3. Claims 1, 4, 9, 12, 17 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first 

paragraph, as failing to comply with the written description requirement. The 
claim(s) contains subject matter which was not described in the specification in 
such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the 
inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed 
invention. Applicant's specification failed to provide enough description for the 
newly added limitation (invalidating a child resource record involves: issuing 
query for the child resource record, waiting fro a response and if the response to 
the query is not received in a pre-determined amount of time, invalidating the 
child resource record at the client) so that an ordinary skill in the art can 
comprehend the subject matter. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
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The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1 , 3-9,1 1-17 and 19-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 

being anticipated by Traversat et al. (U.S. Pub. No. 2002/0184357) hereinafter 
referred as Traversat. 

Traversat teaches the invention as claimed including a system and 
method for providing rendezvous nodes in a peer-to-peer networking 
environment. Rendezvous nodes preferably cache information about network 
resources that may be useful to peer nodes on a peer-to-peer network (abstract). 

As to claim 1 , Traversat teaches a method for validating a resource record 
in a local cache at a client computer system within a network, comprising: 

retrieving the resource record from the local cache at the client (abstract, 
P[0027-0028],P[0295-0295],P[0300-0303],P[031 5-031 9]); 

issuing one or more queries for the resource record (abstract, P[0027- 
0028],P[0295-0295],P[0300-0303],P[031 5-031 9]); 

waiting for a response to the query (abstract, P[0027-0028],P[0295- 
0295] , P[0300-0303] , P[031 5-031 9]); and 
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if the response to the query is not received in a pre-determined amount of 
time, invalidating the resource record at the client, wherein invalidating the 
resource record involves deleting the resource record further comprises 
validating any child resource record of the resource record (abstract, P[0027- 
0028],P[0295-0295],P[0300-0303],P[031 5-031 9], traversat's discloses 
invalidating query messages which includes child query as well). 

As to claim 3, Yokoyama teaches the method of claim 1 , further 
comprising: 

receiving a multicast message from a second client querying a second 
device (P[0295-0295],P[0300-0303],P[031 5-031 9]); 

locating a second resource record associated with the second device 
(P[0295-0295],P[0300-0303],P[0315-0319); 

waiting for a multicast response to the multicast query (P[0295- 
0295],P[0300-0303],P[0315-0319]); and 

if after a pre-determined number of queries the multicast response to the 
multicast query is not received in the pre-determined amount of time, invalidating 
the second resource record (P[0295-0295],P[0300-0303],P[0315-0319]). 

As to claim 4, Yokoyama teaches the method of claim 1 , wherein 
invalidating the resource record further comprises invalidating a child record of 
the resource record (P[0295-0295],P[0300-0303],P[0315-0319]). 
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As to claim 5, Yokoyama teaches the method of claim 1 , wherein if the 
response to the query is not received in a pre-determined amount of time, the 
method further comprises: 

retrieving a parent record of the resource record at the client, wherein the 
parent record refers to the resource record (P[0027-0028],P[0295-0295],P[0300- 
0303],P[0315-0319]); 

issuing a query for the parent record (P[0027-0028],P[0295-0295],P[0300- 
0303],P[0315-0319]); 

waiting for a response to the query from the device (P[0027- 
0028],P[0295-0295],P[0300-0303],P[0315-0319]); and 

if the response to the query is not received in a pre-determined amount of 
time, invalidating the parent record, and then repeating the above process by 
applying it recursively to any records that refer to the now-invalidated parent 
record (P[0027-0028],P[0295-0295],P[0300-0303],P[031 5-031 9]). 

As to claim 6, Yokoyama teaches the method of claim 1 , wherein if the 
response to the query is not received in a pre-determined amount of time, the 
method further comprises: 

retrieving a parent record of the resource record at the client, wherein the 
parent record refers to the resource record (P[0027-0028],P[0295-0295],P[0300- 
0303],P[0315-0319]); 

issuing a query for the parent record (P[0027-0028],P[0295-0295],P[0300- 
0303],P[0315-0319]); 
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receiving a response to the query from the device, wherein the response 
includes information for updating the resource record (P[0027-0028],P[0295- 
0295],P[0300-0303],P[031 5-031 9]); and 

updating the resource record with the information received in the response 
(P[0027-0028],P[0295-0295],P[0300-0303],P[031 5-031 9]). 

As to claim 7, Yokoyama teaches the method of claim 6, wherein the 
method further comprises updating the parent record with the information 
received in the response (P[0027-0028],P[0295-0295],P[0300-0303],P[0315- 
0319]). 

As to claim 8, Yokoyama teaches the method of claim 1, wherein the 
method is invoked at a pre-specified time interval (P[0027-0028],P[0295- 
0295] , P[0300-0303] , P[031 5-031 9] ). 

Claims 9, 11-17 and 1 9-24 do not teach or define any new limitations 
other than above claims 1 and 3-8. Therefore, claims 9, 1 1-17 and 19-24 are 
rejected for similar reasons. 
5. Examiner's Note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line 

numbers in the references as applied to the claims above for the convenience of 
the applicant. Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings 
of the art and are applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, 
other passages and figures may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from 
the applicant in preparing responses, to fully consider the references in its 
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entirety as potentially teaching of all or part of the claimed invention, as well as 
the context. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments have been fully considered but they are not 

persuasive. 

In the remarks applicant argues in substance that; A) Traverset does not 
teach invalidating the resource record if a response is not received to the query 
in a predetermined time. 

In response to A) The applicant is reminded that claim limitation must be 
given their reasonable broadest interpretation. Traversat teaches delete or 
invalidate cached resource advertisement if time-to-live orTTL expires (See P 
[0029, 0317, claim 14). The examiner is broadly interpreting TTL to be 
predetermined time. Therefore, teaching of Traversat meets the claimed 
imitation. 

B) Traversat does no teach subsequently validating child resource records 
of invalidated resource records. 

In response to B) Applicant is argument is inconsistent with the claim. 
This/These limitation(s) are not found in the claims. Claimed subject matter not 
the specification is the measure of the invention. Disclosure contained in the 
specification cannot be read into the claims for the purpose of avoiding prior art. 
In re Sporck, 55 CCPA 743, 386 F .2d 924, 155 USPQ 687 (1986); In re Self, 
213 USPQ 1 ,5 (CCPA 1 982); In re Priest, 1 99 USPQ 11,15 (CCPA 1 978). 
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Conclusion 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 

the examiner should be directed to Faruk Hamza whose telephone number is 
571-272-7969. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through 
Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Saleh Najjar can be reached at 571-272-4006. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more 
information about the PAIR system, see hltp://pair-direct.uspto.qov . Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 886-217-9197 (toll -free). 
Faruk Hamza 
Patent Examiner 
Group Art Unite 2155 

/saleh najjar/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 21 55 



